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m onitored by laser pulse
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A bstract

W e �rstpredictthe splitting ofa spin degenerate im purity levelwhen thisim -

purity isirradiated by a circularly polarized laserbeam tuned in the transparency

region of a sem iconductor. This splitting, which com es from di�erent exchange

processesbetween theim purity electron and thevirtualpairscoupled to thepum p

beam ,inducesa spin precession around the laserbeam axis,which lastsaslong as

the pum p pulse. Itcan thusbe used for ultrafast spin m anipulation. This e�ect,

which hassim ilarities with the exciton opticalStark e�ectwe studied long ago,is

herederived using the conceptswe developed very recently to treatm any-body in-

teractions between com posite excitons and which m ake the physicsofthistype of

e�ects quite transparent. They,in particular,allow to easily extend this work to

otherexperim entalsituationsin which a spin rotatesunderlaserirradiation.

PACS.:71.35.-y Excitonsand related phenom ena
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Long ago,Dani�ele Hulin and hergroup [1]discovered that,when a sem iconductoris

irradiated by photonswith energy too low to create electron-hole pairs,the exciton line

blue-shifts. W e have shown [2]thatthisshift,which disappearswhen the pum p laseris

turned o�,com esfrom interactionsbetween therealexciton created by theprobephoton

and thevirtualexcitonscoupled to thepum p beam [3].

In thiscom m unication,we predict an e�ect which has sim ilarities with this exciton

opticalStark shift:W hen an im purity isirradiated by a pum p beam tuned in thetrans-

parency region ofa sem iconductor,itselectronic levelsshift:The electron bound to the

donor interacts with the virtualelectron-hole pairs coupled to the pum p beam ,either

by Coulom b interaction,or by Pauliexclusion. Ifwe choose the pum p polarization in

such a way thatthe exchange processes between the virtualpairand the up and down

electronsofthe im purity are di�erent,thisPauli\interaction" splitsthe im purity level.

Asaresult,thespin oftheim purity electron precessesaround thelaserbeam axis,aslong

asthepum p isturned on.Thise�ectcan thusbeused forultrafastspin m anipulation,a

subjectofgreattechnologicalinterestin thepresentdays[4-10].

Theim purity shiftinduced by a pum p beam isderived following a procedureinspired

from the one we used long ago to get the exciton opticalStark shift [3]. However,to

enlighten thephysicsofthise�ect,weherecalculateitusing a \com m utation technique"

sim ilarto the one we recently developed forexcitonsinteracting with excitons[11]and

which allowstoidentify thetwo basicingredientsoftheelectron-virtualpairinteractions,

nam ely a direct Coulom b scattering and a Pauli(orexchange) \scattering" | without

any Coulom b contribution. The shiftresultsfrom the interplay between the two,while

thesplitting only com esfrom di�erentcarrierexchanges.

To m ake the physicswhich controlsthe im purity levelshiftm ore transparent,we,in

the�rstpart,assum ethattheim purity electron and theelectron ofthevirtualpairshave

the sam e spin. The spin degreesoffreedom and the laserpolarization,ofcourse crucial

to getan im purity levelsplitting,willbeintroduced in thesecond part.

W e end thiscom m unication by reconsidering otherexperim entalconditionsin which

spins can rotate under laser pulse, nam ely free electron in a quantum well[8,9]and

electronstrapped in quantum dots[5].W eexplicitly show how ourpresenttheory can be

easily extended to thesecases.
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Im purity levelshift under laser irradiation

Letusconsidera sem iconductorhaving a ionized donor.ItsHam iltonian readsH 0
sc =

H sc+ W I,whereH sc = H 0+ W sc isthebaresem iconductorHam iltonian,with H 0 = he+ hh

and W sc = Vee+ Vhh+ Veh,whileW I istheCoulom b interaction between theionized donor

and thecarriers.Thisinteraction,
P

n[� e2=ren + e2=rhn],readsin second quantization,

W I = �
X

k;q

Vq a
y

k+ q ak +
X

k;q

Vq b
y

k+ q bk : (1)

a
y

k and b
y

k arethecreation operatorsforfreeelectronsand holes,i.e.,(he� �
(e)

k )aykjvi= 0,

whileVq = 4�e2=Vq2 or2�e2=Sq aretheCoulom b m atrix elem entsbetween freecarriers,

in3D or2D system s.Inthepresenceoftheionized donor,theH 0
scone-electroneigenstates,

(H 0
sc� ��)jf�i= 0,can beform ally written as

jf�i= a
y
�jvi=

X

k

hkjf�ia
y

kjvi: (2)

Ifwe now irradiate this system with pum p photons (!0;Q 0),the coupled m atter-

photon Ham iltonian readsH = H 0
sc + H ph + U,where H ph = !0c

y

0c0 isthe bare photon

Ham iltonian and U = (U y

0c0+ h:c:)thesem iconductor-photon coupling.U
y

0,which creates

one electron-hole pairwith m om entum Q 0,can be written asU y

0 = A �
P

p B
y

p;Q 0
where

B
y

p;Q = a
y

p+ �eQ
b
y

� p+ �hQ
,with �e = 1� �h = m e=(m e + m h),is the creation operator

foronefreeelectron-holepair[12]with centerofm assm om entum Q and relativem otion

m om entum p. Itissuch that(H 0 � Eg � Ep;Q )B
y

p;Q jvi= 0,where E g isthe band gap,

while E p;Q = �h2p2=2m + �h2Q 2=2M ,with m � 1 = m � 1
e + m

� 1
h and M = m e + m h,isthe

(p;Q )pairenergy.

As for the exciton opticalStark e�ect [3],the im purity levelshift results from the

di�erence between the im purity levelchange and the vacuum levelchange induced by

the pum p beam . ForU = 0,the eigenstate with a ionized im purity and N 0 photonsis

jvi
 jN0i,itsenergy being E0 = N 0!0.Atlowestorderin U,thisenergy becom es

E00 ’ N 0!0 + N 0hvjU0

1

!0 � H0
sc

U
y

0jvi: (3)

In a sim ilar way,for U = 0,the eigenstates with one electron and N 0 photons are

ay�jvi
 jN0i,theirenergy being E� = �� + N 0!0,whileatlowestorderin U,they read

E0� ’ �� + N 0!0 + N 0hvja� U0

1

!0 + �� � H0
sc

U
y

0 a
y
�jvi; (4)
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Theim purity levelshiftinduced by thepum p beam ,[E0� � E00]� [E� � E0],isthus

� � = N 0hvjU0

 

a�
1

!0 + �� � H0
sc

a
y
� �

1

!0 � H0
sc

!

U
y

0jvi: (5)

Thisquantity,linearin thepum p intensity,isform ally sim ilartoourexpression oftheex-

citon opticalStark shift,with ay� and �� justreplacingtheprobeexciton creation operator

B
y

t and energy E t.

In orderto calculate � �,we introduce the Coulom b creation potentialV y
�,which,in

thisproblem ,isde�ned as[H 0
sc;a

y
�]= ��a

y
� + V y

�.Itprecisely reads

V
y
� =

X

k

hkjf�i
X

q

Vq a
y

k+ q

X

k0

�

a
y

k0� q ak0 � b
y

k0� q bk0
�

: (6)

From theform alde�nition ofV y
�,itiseasy to check that

1

x� H0
sc

a
y
� = a

y
�

1

x � H0
sc� ��

+
1

x � H0
sc

V
y
�

1

x� H0
sc� ��

; (7)

which isvalid forany scalarx.Thisallowsto split� � as

� � = N 0

�
1

2
(�� + �

�
�)+

1

2
(�� + �

�
�)+ 
�

�

: (8)

Note thatwe have done a sim ilarsplitting in the case ofthe exciton opticalStark shift

[3].

Asexplicitly shown below,��,given by

�� = hvjU0a
y
�a� j 0i; (9)

in which we have setj 0i= (H 0
sc � !0)� 1U

y

0jvi,com esfrom \Pauliinteraction" between

theim purity electron and thevirtualpair.On theopposite,�� and 
�,given by

�� = h 0ja� V
y
�j 0i


� = h 0jV� (!0 + �� � H
0
sc)

� 1
V
y
�j 0i; (10)

contain one ortwo V y
� operators,so thatthey com e from Coulom b interaction between

theim purity electron and thevirtualpair.

In thefollowing,itwillbeconvenientto develop j 0ion freepairstates,according to

j 0i= A
�
X

p;Q

G(p;Q )B y

p;Q jvi; (11)
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G(p;Q )=
X

p0

hvjB p;Q

1

H 0
sc� !0

B
y

p0;Q 0
jvi: (12)

\C om m utation technique" fora free pairinteracting w ith an im purity electron

�� and �� are easy to write in term softhe two \scatterings" controling the physics

ofthisproblem ,nam ely �and � dir,which appearin a \com m utation technique" inspired

from theonewerecentlydeveloped totreatm any-bodye�ectsbetween com positeexcitons

[11].From
h

a�0a
y
� ;B

y

p;Q

i

= �
X

p0;Q 0

��0p0Q 0;�pQ B
y

p0;Q 0 ; (13)

oneofthesetwo \scatterings",which isdim ensionless,isfound to be

��0p0Q 0;�pQ = hf�0jp + �eQ ihp
0+ �eQ

0jf�i�� p0+ �hQ 0;� p+ �hQ

�

Z

dredre0drh hf�0jreihp
0
;Q 0jre0;rhihre;rhjp;Q ihre0jf�i: (14)

It corresponds to a bare electron exchange between the im purity level� and the pair

(p;Q ),which transform sthem into an \out" im purity level�0and an \out" pair(p0;Q 0).

Notethatthis�scattering isCoulom b free.From eq.(13),wecan show that

hvjB p0;Q 0a�0a
y
� B

y

p;Q jvi= ��0;� �p0;p �Q 0;Q � ��0p0Q 0;�pQ : (15)

Thesecond scattering,de�ned through

h

V
y
�;B

y

p;Q

i

=
X

�0;p0;Q 0

�dir

�0p0Q 0;�pQ a
y

�0B
y

p0;Q 0 ; (16)

isfound to be

�dir

�0p0Q 0;�pQ = VQ � Q 0

X

k;k0

hf�0jk
0ihkjf�i�k0+ Q 0;k+ Q [�� p0+ �hQ 0;� p+ �hQ

� �p0+ �eQ 0;p+ �eQ ]

�

Z

dredre0drh hf�0jre0ihp
0
;Q 0jre;rhi[ve0e � ve0h]hre;rhjp;Q ihre0jf�i; (17)

where vij = e2=jri � rjj. It corresponds to direct Coulom b interactions between the

im purity electron and thepair,withoutany carrierexchange.

C alculation ofthe im purity levelshift

(i)Pure Pauliterm

Equations(9,11,15)allow to write�� as

�� = jAj2
X

p0;p;Q

��p0Q 0;�pQ G(p;Q ): (18)
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Equation (18)m akesclearthatthispartoftheshiftislinked to \Pauliinteraction",i.e.,

exchange between the im purity electron and the virtualpairs. By noting that,atlarge

detuning 
 = E g � !0,G(p;Q )tendsto �Q ;Q 0
=
,we can extractthislim itfrom � � to

writeitas�� = jAj2(1+ �)=
,where,dueto eqs.(12,14),� isprecisely given by

� =
X

p0;p;Q

hp � �hQ + Q 0jf�ihf�jp + �eQ ihvjB p;Q

"
E g � !0

H 0
sc� !0

� 1

#

B
y

p0;Q 0
jvi: (19)

Forlarge
,thebracketofeq.(19)tendsto zero,so that� � doesreduceto jAj2=
.This

lim it has to be com pared to the one ofthe sim ilar Pauliterm � in the opticalStark

shift,nam ely 2jAj2=
. The link between these two lim itscan be physically understood

by notingthat,in thecaseoftheexciton shift,avirtualpum p paircan exchangeboth,its

electron and itshole,with theprobeexciton,whilehere,itcan only exchangeitselectron

with theim purity level:Thenum ericalprefactorofthelargedetuning leading term just

resultsfrom onecarrierexchangeinstead oftwo.

In orderto calculatethenextorderterm �,weuse

1

!0 � H0
sc

=
1

!0 � H0
+

1

!0 � H0
(W I + W sc)

1

!0 � H0
+ � � � ; (20)

which followsfrom H 0
sc = H 0+ W I+ W sc.The�rstterm ofeq.(20)leadstoreplaceH 0

sc by

H 0 in eq.(19).AsQ 0 � 1=aX ,whileforbound statesjhkjf�ij2 ’ 0fork � 1=aX ,we�nd

thatthe contribution ofthisterm to � isofthe orderofRX =
,where R X = �h2=2m a2X .

A sim ilarR X =
behaviorisfound foreach ofthetwo term sofW I.On theopposite,the

W sc term ofeq.(20),which corresponds to Coulom b interaction inside the virtualpair

(see�g.1b),becom essingularforlargem om entum transfers.Itleadsto

� ’ 

X

p;p0

jhp + �eQ 0jf�ij
2Vp0� p

(
+ E p;Q 0
)(
+ E p0;Q 0

)
’

X

p0

Vp0


+ �h 2
p02=2m

= ~�

s

R X



; (21)

with ~� = 2 for3D and ~� = � for2D;so thatweend with

�� =
jAj2




2

41+ ~�

s

R X



+ O

�
R X




�
3

5 : (22)

Note that,asR X / e4,
q

R X =
 is in factthe dim ensionless param eter associated to a

Coulom b expansion.

(ii)FirstorderCoulom b term between the im purity electron and the virtualpairs
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W enow turn to ��.Using eqs.(10,11,15,16),itreads

�� = jAj2
X

p0;Q 0;p;Q

G
�(p0;Q 0)

h

�dir

�p0Q 0;�pQ � �in�p0Q 0;�pQ

i

G(p;Q ); (23)

where �in
�0p0Q 0;�pQ isthesum over(�00;p00;Q 00)of��0p0Q 0;�00p00Q 00�dir

�00p00Q 00;�pQ .Being m ade

ofa directCoulom b processbetween the im purity electron and the pair,followed by an

electron exchange (see�g.1c),� in isactually an exchangeCoulom b scattering.

To get the �� lowest order term in
q

R X =
,i.e.,in Coulom b interaction,we can

replaceH 0
sc by itsfreecarrierexpression H 0,i.e.,G(p;Q )by �Q ;Q 0

=(
+ E p;Q ).Thetwo

term sof�dir being then equal,weareleftwith theexchangeterm ,which gives

�� ’ jAj2
X

k;p

jhkjf�ij
2
Vp+ �eQ 0� k


+ E p;Q 0

"

�
1


+ E p;Q 0

+
1


+ E k� �eQ 0;Q 0

#

’
jAj2




2

4
~�

2

s

R X



+ O

�
R X




�
3

5 : (24)

(iii)Correlation term

The last contribution 
� contains two Coulom b interactions between the im purity

electron and the free pair,i.e.,two (e2 /
p
R X )factors. In the large detuning lim it,it

thusbehavesasR X =
atleast(othere 2 factorspossibly appearingifweexpand (!0+ ���

H 0
sc)

� 1 according to eq.(7)). Consequently,in thislarge detuning lim it,
� isnegligible

in frontof�� and ��. On the opposite,the 
� contribution isthe one possibly leading

to resonances in the im purity levelshift. Indeed,ifwe look ateq.(10),we see that
�

contains(!0 + �� � H0
sc)

� 1 acting on two electronsplusonehole.Thecorresponding H 0
sc

eigenstatesbeing theexcitonsbound toan im purity,wecan injecttheclosurerelation for

thesestatesin frontofthisH 0
sc dependentoperator.
� then showspolesat!0 = E g+ �̂�,

wherethe �̂�’saretheenergiesoftheseexcitonsbound on im purity.

Thisleadsusto conclude that,atlarge detuning,the im purity levelshiftjAj2N 0=


is entirely controlled by electron exchange between the im purity and the virtualpairs

coupled to the pum p beam ,without any Coulom b contribution (see �g.1a). The next

orderterm ,which is
p
R X =
 sm aller,isalso due to an electron exchange butcontains,

in addition,oneCoulom b interaction,eitherinsidethevirtualpairsasin �� (see�g.1b),

orbetween these virtualpairs and the im purity electron asin �� (see �g.1c). On the

opposite,possibleresonancesatthebound exciton energiescan befound in thecorrelation

term 
�,which,atlargedetuning,givesa negligiblecontribution.
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Im purity levelsplitting

Letusnow seehow thepum p polarization and thespin degreesoffreedom a�ectthese

results.

Thesem iconductor-photon coupling now reads

U
y

0 =
X

p;s;m

A
�
s;m B

y

p;Q 0;s;m
; (25)

where B y

p;Q ;s;m = a
y

p+ �eQ ;sb
y

� p+ �hQ ;m createsa pairwith an electron spin s = � 1=2 and

a hole m om entum m = (� 3=2;� 1=2) for bulk m aterials while m = (� 3=2) only for

quantum wells. The A s;m ’s depend on photon polarization. For bulk m aterials,their

non-zerovaluesareA � 1=2;� 3=2 = A � and A � 1=2;� 1=2 = � A� =
p
3,while,forquantum wells,

these A � 1=2;� 1=2’sare zero . In the case ofa circularly polarized beam �� ,the A � ’sare

such that A � = A and A � = 0,while for a linear beam along x (resp.y),they are

A + = A � = A=
p
2 (resp.A + = � A� = A=

p
2).

In addition to these com plexities in the sem iconductor-photon interaction,we have

also to takeinto accountthefactthattheim purity levelsarenow degenerate,theup and

down spinshaving the sam e energy | in the absence ofpum p beam . Consequently,it

isnow necessary to use degenerate perturbation theory to getthe im purity levelchange

induced by the laserbeam . Itispossible to show thatthischange isobtained from the

diagonalization ofa 2� 2 m atrix,itseigenvaluesbeing

E0� = �� + N 0!0 +
N 0

2

�

d+ + + d� � �
q

(d+ + � d� � )2 + 4jd+ � j2
�

; (26)

d�0� = hvjU0a�;�0
1

!0 + �� � H0
sc

a
y
�;� U

y

0jvi: (27)

By taking into accountthe vacuum levelchange induced by the pum p beam ,stillgiven

by eq.(3),weend with an im purity levelhaving an averageshiftequalto �̂= N 0(d̂+ + +

d̂� � )=2,and a splitting given by �̂ = N0(
q

(d̂+ + � d̂� � )2 + 4ĵd+ � j2,where

d̂�0� = d�0� � ��0;�hvjU0(!0 � H
0
sc)

� 1
U
y

0jvi: (28)

Notethateq.(28)isageneralization ofeq.(5),in thepresenceofspin degreesoffreedom .

To getthese d̂�0�,we use a com m utation technique sim ilarto the one withoutspin.

In the presence ofspins,thethree scatterings�dir,�in and �arenow the productofan

orbitalpart,which is the one without spin,and a spin part. Due to spin conservation
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in Coulom b and exchange processes,this spin part is just ��0;��s0;s�m 0;m for the direct

scattering �dir (see�g.(1d),and ��0;s�s0;��m 0;m fortheexchangescatterings�in and �(see

�g.1e).

Itisthen easy to show that,again,thelargedetuning leading term ofd̂�0� isentirely

controlled by electron exchangebetween theim purity and thevirtualpairscoupled tothe

pum p,the nextorderterm having justone additionalCoulom b interaction eitherinside

the pair or between the pair and the im purity electron. The two �rst term s ofN 0d̂�0�

correspond to thetwo �rstterm sof� � asobtained previously in eqs.(18)and (23),with

jAj2 justreplaced by

��0� =
X

m

A
�
�0;m A �;m : (29)

W ecan then notethat�+ � = 0,sincefora given m ,thereisonly one� which m akes

A �;m 6= 0,while�� � isequalto jA � j
2+ jA � j

2=3 forbulk sam ples,and jA � j
2 forquantum

wells.Thisshowsthat,when the pum p beam islinear,jA + j= jA � jso that�+ + = �� � :

Theim purity levelhasa blueshiftequalto � �=2 forquantum wells,and 2� �=3 forbulk

m aterials,butno splitting. On the opposite,forcircularbeam s,A + A � = 0,so thatthe

im purity levelsplits:One im purity levelblue shiftsofan am ount� �,while the otheris

unchanged forquantum wells,orshifted by � �=3 forbulk m aterials. The splitting �̂ is

then either� � or2� �=3.

Spin precession ofan im purity electron induced by a pum p beam

Let us take j�0i = (cos� ay�+ + sin� ay�� )jvi asinitialim purity state. Ifwe turn on

a circularly polarized pum p beam which propagatesalong z,the up and down spinsare

shifted di�erently,dueto theirdi�erentelectron exchangeswith thevirtualpairs,so that

j�0ibecom es

j�ti= (cos�ay�+ + e
î�t=�h sin� ay�� )jvi; (30)

within a phasefactor,�̂ being theshiftbetween the(� 1=2)im purity electronscalculated

previously. The projectionsofj�tiover(+1=2)and (� 1=2)staying unchanged,the spin

oftheim purity electron thusprecessesaround thez axiswith a period T = 2��h=�̂.Since

�̂ isoftheorderof�� | which isjusttheexciton opticalStark shift,within afactor1=2,

in the large detuning lim it| ,we thusexpecta precession period ofthe orderof1psec

within the experim entalconditions giving an exciton opticalStark shift ofthe orderof
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1m ev.W ecan notethatthisperiod isfarshorterthan thespin relaxation tim e,which is

oftheorderof1nsec.

Extension ofthe theory to other spin precessions

Let us end this com m unication by considering two cases in which spin precession

induced by laserbeam shasbeen described.

(i)Free electron in a quantum well[8,9]

This case can be readily deduced from the above results by setting the Coulom b

potentialbetween the carriersand the ionized im purity W I equalto zero. Thisleadsto

replaceay� by a
y

k0
,�� by �

(e)

k0
and jf�iby jk0i,with hkjk0i= �k;k0,in theform alexpression

ofthe shift � � as wellas in its ��,�� and 
� contributions. W e have shown that,in

the large detuning lim it,the two �rst term s ofthe shift are controlled by an electron

exchange,with possibly oneCoulom b interaction insidethevirtualpairsorbetween these

pairsand theim purity electron,theCoulom b interaction with theionized donorentering

atthe nextorder,R X =
,only. This shows thatthe shiftand splitting ofthe im purity

electron and theonesofafreeelectron arethusjustthesam eforthesetwolargedetuning

term s,provided that �(e)k0
� 
,for eq.(21) to be valid. On the opposite,the possible

resonancescom ing from the 
� contribution di�er. They are now controlled by the two

electron-oneholeeigenstates,i.e.,thetrions,while,in thepresenceofim purity,they are

controlled by excitonsbound to theim purity.Asthecoupling between photon and trion

isin factextrem ely weak in the large sam ple lim it[13],the weightsofthese resonances

areexpected to berathersm all.

(ii)Electron in a quantum dot[5]

Thespin precession ofan electron trapped in aquantum dotcan alsobededuced from

the above theory. The one-body electron Ham iltonian he has just to now include the

dotcon�nem ent. Instead ofayk,the creation operatorfora Coulom b free electron reads

ayn,with (he � �(e)n )aynjvi= 0.These eigenstatesa prioriinclude bound statesaswellas

extended states,ifthebarrierheightis�nite.

Ifwenow consideroneelectron trapped in thedotground stateayn0jvi,itsshift� n0 is

given by eq.(5),with ay� and �� replaced by ayn0 and �
(e)
n0
,while the dot-photon coupling

has now to be written as U y

0 =
P

n;m A
�
nm a

y
nb

y
m . This shift can be calculated using a

10



\com m utation technique" form ally sim ilar,theCoulom b creation potentialnow reading

V
y
n0
=

X

n

a
y
n

X

m 0;m

h

Vee(
n
m 0

n0
m )a

y

m 0am + Veh (
n
m 0

n0
m )b

y

m 0bm

i

; (31)

where Vee
�
n0

m 0

n
m

�

and Veh

�
n0

m 0

n
m

�

are the Coulom b m atrix elem ents between dot states

(n;m )and (n0;m 0).

Thecalculation of� n0 which isperform ed in a quitesim ilarway,showsthat,atlarge

detuning,theshiftisagain controlled by electron exchange,itsleading term now reading

N 0
� 1
P

m jA n0m j
2,while resonantcontributionsin the correlation term 
� m ustappear

attheeigenenergiesofa \trion" in thedot.

C onclusion

W e have shown that,due to carrierexchangesbetween the im purity and the virtual

pairscoupled to a pum p beam tuned in thetransparency region ofa sem iconductor,the

up and down electronic levels ofan im purity blue shift. The degenerate levels ofthis

im purity can also split ifthe pum p beam is circularly polarized,due to di�erences in

these carrierexchanges. Thissplitting inducesa spin precession around the laserbeam

axis,which lastsaslong asthepulse.Itcan thusbeused to m anipulate spins.W ehave

also shown how thepresenttheory can beextended to otherspin precessionsinduced by

laserbeam ,such as the one offree electrons in a quantum wellorthe one ofelectrons

trapped in a quantum dot.

W e wish to thank J.Tribollet for inducing this work and C.M ora for stim ulating

discussions.
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Figure 1: (a): A photon (!0Q 0) creates a virtualelectron-hole pair (p;Q 0). This pair

exchangesitselectron withtheelectron ofanim purity(ina� state)and�nallyrecom bines

to give back the (!0Q 0)photon. Thisprocessisthe dom inantone in the im purity level

shiftatlargedetuning.(b,c):Thelargedetuning nextorderterm containsoneCoulom b

interaction eitherinsidethevirtualpair(b)orbetween thispairand theim purity electron

(c). (d): The directCoulom b scattering �dir ofthe \com m utation technique" fora free

pairinteracting with an im purity electron:The \in" and \out" pairsarem ade with the

sam e electron. (e): Exchange or Pauli\scattering" � ofthis com m utation technique.

Notethatthisscattering existsin theabsenceofany Coulom b process.
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